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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is in response the applicants' amendment received on October 
27, 2007. 

2. Claims 1-24 are presented for examination. 

3. The applicants have amended claims 1 , 2, 5-7, 12, and 19 in the amendment 
received on October 27, 2007. 

4. Applicants 1 arguments with respect to claims 1-24 have been fully considered but 
they are not deemed to be persuasive. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claims 1 , 12, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 1,12, and 19 recite "organization structure information ": "an organization 
structure of business units ": " functions performed ": "data entities that represent the 
data ": "an organization structure generator; and "link manager". 

The above recited limitations are extremely broad and difficult to interpret. What 
kind of information is descriptive of an organization structure? 

What is the organization structure ? What are the business units ? 
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How is the organization structure being a representation of business units? 

What are the specific functions that are being performed? These functions are 
based on the attributes of the claimed business units. 

What are the data entities ? What is the data and/or information that is 
representative of the data entity? 

Further, claims 1 and 19 recite "controlling user access to the data entities based 
on the links". How is this controlling user access being performed? Is this controlling of 
the access being performed based on a user id, password, etc.? What happens as a 
result of the user access to the data entities being controlled? What function does the 
links perform or produce in an effort to control the user access? 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

7. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

8. Claims 1, 12, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. As follows: 

The examiner acknowledges the amendments to claims 1 , 12, and 19. Although, 
claim 1 has been amended to include "controlling user access to data entities based on 
the links" and claim 19 has been amended to include "a function to use the tree data to 
control user access to the business data entities", the independent claims remain non- 
statutory because of the reasons set forth below in the 101 rejection. 
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Claims 1, 12, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claim 1 is a computer 
implemented method that obtains and generates information representative of business 
units and data entities; links are generated between data entities to business units in an 
organization structure; and user access is controlled to the data entities. 

Claim 12 is directed to an organization structure that generates the organization 
structure with a plurality of nodes representing a business unit; and a link manager that 
link a unit of an organization representing a business node in an organization structure. 
Claim 19 is directed to a tree structure comprising nodes representing a functional 
business unit of an organization and configured to include filter links; and the filter links 
each identify a business data entity that is linked to the business unit. The claimed 
inventions, as a whole must accomplish a practical application . That is, it must 
produce a "useful, concrete, and tangible result." State Street, 149 F.3d at 1373, 47 
USPQ2d at 1601-02. MPEP 2106. In each of these cases the result is obtaining both 
information related to business units and data entities, linking data entities to business 
units; and controlling user access to data entities based on the link (claim 1); an 
organization structure to generate the organization structure with a plurality of nodes 
and a link manager component to generate a link between a unit of an organization 
representing a business node in the structure (claim 12); and a tree structure having 
connected nodes representing a functional business unit to include filter links to identify 
a business data entity and a tree to control user access to the business data entities 
(claim 19). The claimed limitations are an abstraction as they are not useful, concrete, 
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and tangible, they are not put in any tangible form and not useful because they are not 
presented in a way to provide some result that is of utility that may exist in the 
specification however no specific use is provided for in the claimed invention. Thus the 
claims are non-statutory and stand rejected under 101 as not producing a "useful, 
concrete, and tangible result." 

Claim 1 at best is only descriptive of data entities that represent data related to 
an organization and linking these entities. The user access to the entities are controlled 
based on the links. Claim 12 is only descriptive of the internal storage components 
and/or modules that exist within the system. The modules only describe what these 
components generate and what the components are linked to. Claim 19 is only 
descriptive of a tree data structure having nodes that link to business units. Likewise, 
claim 19 recites controlling user access based on the links.' Again, claim 19 comprises 
a filer container. The filter container is described as a business unit, specification page 
16, lines 1-3. The claim limitations also comprise filter links: The filter links are 
described as a link that ties the nodes of a tree, specification page 17, lines 1-6. Both of 
these claim limitations, a filter container and a : filter link; do hot produce tangible results. 

The claims are non-statutory because they do not produce a useful, concrete, 
and tangible result. The claims do not manipulate or produce any transformation of 
data that would produce a useful, concrete, and tangible result. 
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Response to Arguments , 

9. On page 7 paragraph 5, page 8, paragraphs 1 and 2, the applicants provide a 
description of their presently pending application. 

a. The applicants' arguments to the cited prior art presented in the office action dated 
July 25, 2006 begins with the following: "Gervais appears to be nothing more than a prior system 
discussed in the background portion of the present application... There does not appear to be any 
teaching, whatsoever, in Gervais of first obtaining or generating an organizational structure that reflects 
the structure of business units within an organization, and then linking data to that structure." 
a1 . The examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicants' arguments. The 
applicants are arguing the claims as presently amended. The presently amended 
claims have been introduced in the amendment and received on October 27, 2006. The 
cited prior art, Gervais, teaches the claimed limitations for obtaining and generating. 
Gervais teaches a user is allowed to link to resources to which he or she has been 
given access. A resource user has a collection of resource links (102), wherein a 
resource user is simply allowed to link to resources to which he or she has been given 
access. Resource users 101j, 101 2, and 101 3 are accessing either a Sales Discussion 
database 104 1t a Product Discussion database 1 04 2 or both (col. 6, lines 22-27). 
Gervais' method provides navigation, generation, and obtaining of business units. The 
Sales and Product Discussion databases are both a type of organizational structure that 
reflects the structure of business units within Gervais' claimed business environment. 
Gervais describes the Sales and Product Discussion databases (104i and 104 2 ) as 
structures having data linked to these structures. The database contains resource link 
documents. These data structure units contain resource object documents (col. 6, lines 



i 
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10-12). The resource manager 103 is the person who has created the resource objects 
104. The resource objects are the discussion databases (figure 1, 'Link-Object-Class'). 

b. Next, on page 8, paragraph 4, page 9, paragraphs 1 and 2, the applicants present an 
interpretation of the Gervais prior art. The applicants provide a brief description of 
Gervais' read/write authority within various fields that include user names. Following 
the applicants' interpretation of the Gervais prior art, the applicants stress that this 
process (read/write authority) is no more than a prior system that is described in the 
background description of the applicants' presently pending application. 

At this point, it is important to note that it is not the duty of the Examiner to argue 
the merits of the Gervais invention. Again, the applicants have only presented a 
summarized version of the Gervais invention and states that this is presented as 
information as background information in the applicants' Specification. It is the duty of 
the Examiner to only argue the merits of the prior art (Gervais) when the applicants 
point out that the cited prior art (Gervais) does not teach a respectively claimed aspect 
of the applicants' claim limitation(s). As such, the Examiner believes that the applicants 
have only presented a detailed description of a portion of the Gervais reference and 
have not presented any arguments to state that Gervais " does not " teach a particular 
element in any of the claim limitations. 

c. The applicants' arguments recite the following: "This is a fundamentally different type of 
system than that set out in Gervais and overcomes certain disadvantages associated with directly linking 
users with data.", page 9, paragraph 2 
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c1 . The examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicants' arguments. The 
applicants have argued that their method overcomes certain "disadvantages associated 
with directly linking users with data". However, the applicants have failed to point out in 
claim 1 what are the improvements to these "disadvantages". The claims do not recite 
any improvements of directly linking users with data. As noted in the above 35 USC § 
112 rejection, the user access is controlled based on the links. The applicants have not 
provided any information about a control process and information to describe the link in 
which user access is controlled. 

d. The applicants' arguments recite the following: "Gervais is completely silent as to generating 
an organization structure, as claimed in claim 12, and as to generating links between data entities and the 
organization structure." page 9, paragraph 3 

d1 . The examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicants' arguments. The steps of 
"generating an organization structure and generating links between data entities and the 
organization structure", has been presented in paragraph at in the arguments above. 

e. The applicants' arguments recite the following: "Gervais is silent as to teaching such a tree 
structure. There is simply no indication in Gervais that a tree structure includes connected nodes, each of 
which represent a functional business unit of an organization. Similarly, there is no notion in Gervais of 
filter links..." page 10, paragraph 1 

e1 . The examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicants' arguments. The examiner 
believes that Gervais teaches a tree structure. According to Microsoft Press, Computer 
Dictionary, a tree is defined as a type of data structure in which each element is 
attached to one or more elements directly beneath it. The connections between 
elements are called branches . Figures 1 and 7-12 of Gervais' method depict a 
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hierarchical configuration of resource links and containers. The depicted hierarchy 
enables users to inherit access means. A user that can read a parent container will also 
be able to read a child container or resource link. Figure 7 depicts resource links, 
wherein element 701 is the Net Top manager managing the group of managers 702a, 
704a, etc. The hierarchical configuration claimed by Gervais teaches the data tree 
structure, in which there is a top most layer and thereafter branches or levels are 
provided as child nodes from the top most layer. Again, Gervais teaches a filter link. 
The claim limitation for a filter link has been addressed in the 101 rejection presented 
above. Since, the applicants' specification defines a filter link as a link that ties the 
nodes of a tree, then this claim limitation has been addressed in the arguments 
presented in paragraph a1 above. 

f. The applicants' arguments recite the following: "Therefore, not only does the present 
system link data to the organization structure, but it also links user roles to the organization structure. 
The access to data is controlled by assigning users of the system a user role.. .it cannot teach or suggest 
modifying the tree structure and transferring the links among node in the tree structure based on the 
modification..." page 10, paragraphs 2 and 3 

f1 . The examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicants' arguments. Regarding 
dependent claims 5-7 and 14-16, the limitations of the "system link data to the 
organization structure" has been addressed in the remarks in paragraph a1 presented 
above. In addition, claims 9-1 1 and 17-18, Gervais teaches modification to the tree 
structure. Gervais teaches a read/write access to the documents. The document can 
be modified via addition and deletion of data and/or new links (col. 8, lines 21-32). 



I 
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Accordingly, the remaining claims comprise dependent claims. As such these 
claims comprise claim limitations corresponding substantially to the above-discussed 
remarks. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

1 0. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another 
filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, 
except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects 
for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application 
designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

1 1 . Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Gervais 
et al. (Pat. No. 6,381,579 B1 filed June 17, 1999, hereinafter Gervais). 

12. Regarding Claim 1 , Gervais teaches a system and method to provide secure 
navigation to resources on the internet. 

The method and associated system for a system and method to provide secure 
navigation to resources on the internet as taught or suggested by Gervais includes: 

obtaining organization structure information indicative of a structure of the 
organization (figure 1, col. 6, lines 18-35, 'FIG. 1 illustrates how users with various 
levels of authority can interact with the system. v ln the example on the right, resource 
users 101 1, 101 2 , 1 01 3 are accessing either a Sales Discussion database 104i, a 
Product Discussion database 104i, or both.'); obtaining data entity information indicative 
of data entities that represent the data related to the organization (col. 9, lines 5-49, 'In 
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this case the NetTop is labeled "Xspan Briefing Center" 502b. All other containers and 
resource links in the system are response to response documents. In this case, the 
cabinet labeled "AAA Supplier Network" 502c is a response to the NetTop 502b and the 
containers labeled "Project Alpha" and "Project Omega" 502d are responses to "AAA 
Supplier Network".); generating links (col. 5, lines 50-67, col. 6, lines 1-65, col. 8, lines 
34-67, col. 9, lines 1-60), separate from the data entities (col. 5, lines 50-67, col. 6, lines 
1-65, col. 8, lines 34-67, col. 9, lines 1-60, col. 13, lines 45-64), linking the data entities 
to the organization structure (col. 5, lines 50-67, col. 6, lines 1-65, col. 8, lines 34-67, 
col. 9, lines 1-60); and controlling user access to the data entities based on the links 
(col. 6, lines 18-27). 

1 3. Regarding Claim 2, Gervais teaches obtaining the organization structure 
information comprising a hierarchical tree structure having nodes (col. 5, lines 50-67, 
col. 6, lines 1-67), each node being representative of a unit of the organization (col. 5, 
lines 50-67, col. 6, lines 1-67). 

14. Regarding Claim 3, Gervais teaches each node comprises a link container 
configured to include one or more links to data entities and wherein generating links 
comprises providing one or more links to data entities in the link container (col. 5, lines 
50-67, col. 6, lines 1-65, col. 8, lines 34-67, col. 9, lines 1-60). 

15. Regarding Claim 4, Gervais teaches a plurality of nodes into a node group (col. 
5, lines 50-67, col. 6, lines 1-65, col. 8, lines 34-67, col. 9, lines 1-60), each node group 
comprising a group link container configured to include one or more links to the data 
entities (col. 5, lines 50-67, col. 6, lines 1-65, col. 8, lines 34-67, col. 9, lines 1-60), and 
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wherein generating links comprises providing one or more links to the data entities in 
the group link container (col. 5, lines 50-67, col. 6, lines 1-65, col. 8, lines 34-67, col. 9, 
lines 1-60). 

1 6. Regarding Claim 5, Gervais teaches associating user roles with the nodes and 
group nodes in the hierarchical tree structure (figure 1, col. 6, lines 18-35, 'FIG. 1 
illustrates how users with various levels of authority can interact with the system... In the 
example on the right, resource users 101 1, 101 2 , 101 3 are accessing either a Sales 
Discussion database 104i, a Product Discussion database 104i, or both.'). 

1 7. Regarding Claim 6, Gervais teaches assigning the user to a user role (figure 1 , 
col. 6, lines 18-35, 'FIG. 1 illustrates how users with various levels of authority can 
interact with the system.. .In the example on the right, resource users 101i, 101 2 , 101 3 
are accessing either a Sales Discussion database 104i, a Product Discussion database 
104 1f orboth.'). 

18. Regarding Claim 7, Gervais teaches filtering the user access to data entities 
linked to nodes that are associated with the user role to which the user is assigned 
(figure 1 , col. 6, lines 18-35, 'FIG. 1 illustrates how users with various levels of authority 
can interact with the system. ..In the example on the right, resource users 101i, 101 2 , 
101 3 are accessing either a Sales Discussion database 104^ a Product Discussion 
database 104i, or both.'). 

1 9. Regarding Claim 8, Gervais teaches generating the organization structure 
information as a tree structure (col. 5, lines 50-67, col. 6, lines 1-65, col. 8, lines 34-67, 
col. 9, lines 1-60). 
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20. Regarding Claim 9, Gervais teaches changing the tree structure (col. 8, lines 21- 
32); and modifying the links to link the data entities to the changed tree structure (col. 8, 
lines 21-32). 

21 . Regarding Claim 10, Gervais teaches automatically transferring links from the 
affected nodes to other nodes in the tree structure (col. 6, lines 48-57, col. 7, lines 8- 
26). 

22. Regarding Claim 1 1 , Gervais teaches presenting links to the affected nodes for 
manual modification (col. 6, lines 48-57, col. 7, lines 8-26). 

23. Regarding Claim 12, Gervais teaches an organization structure generator 
component (col. 6, lines 7-17), configured to generate the organization structure with a 
plurality of nodes, each node representing a unit of the organization figure 1 , col. 6, 
lines 1 8-35, 'FIG. 1 illustrates how users with various levels of authority can interact with 
the system... In the example on the right, resource users 101i, 101 2 , 101 3 are accessing 
either a Sales Discussion database 104i, a Product Discussion database 104^ or 
both.', col. 9, lines 5-49, 'In this case the NetTop is labeled "Xspan Briefing Center" 
502b. All other containers and resource links in the system are response to response 
documents. In this case, the cabinet labeled "AAA Supplier Network" 502c is a 
response to the NetTop 502b and the containers labeled "Project Alpha" and "Project 
Omega" 502d are responses to "AAA Supplier Network".); and a link manager 
component generating a link between a given unit of the organization represented by a 
given node in the organization structure and an entity representative of data 
corresponding to the organization (col. 3, lines 40-50, col. 7, lines 15-26 and 39-61). 
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24. Regarding Claim 1 3, Gervais teaches a link container and wherein the link 
manager is configured to generate the link between the given unit and the entity by 
placing the link in the link container represented by the given node (col. 3, lines 40-50, 
col. 5, lines 50-67, col. 6, lines 1-65, col. 7, lines 15-26 and 39-61, col. 8, lines 34-67). 

25. Regarding Claim 14, Gervais teaches a user role manager component 
configured to assign a user role to a user (figure 1 , col. 6, lines 18-35, 'FIG. 1 illustrates 
how users with various levels of authority can interact with the system. ..In the example 
on the right, resource users 101 1, 101 2 , IOI3 are accessing either a Sales Discussion 
database 104i, a Product Discussion database 104i, or both.'). 

26. Regarding Claim 1 5, Gervais teaches the user role manager component is 
configured to link each role to nodes in the organization structure through containers 
associated with those nodes (figure 1, col. 6, lines 18-35, 'FIG. 1 illustrates how users 
with various levels of authority can interact with the system... In the example on the 
right, resource users 101 1, 101 2 , 101 3 are accessing either a Sales Discussion database 
104^ a Product Discussion database 104i, or both.'). 

27. Regarding Claim 16, Gervais teaches a filtering layer configured to filter user 
access to entities based on the user's user role and the links (figure 1, col. 6, lines 18- 
35, "FIG. 1 illustrates how users with various levels of authority can interact with the 
system... In the example on the right, resource users 1 01 1, 101 2, 101 3 are accessing 
either a Sales Discussion database 104i, a Product Discussion database 104 1f or 
both.'). 
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28. Regarding Claim 1 7, Gervais teaches the link manager is configured to 
automatically modify links in the link containers according to a predetermined process 
based on changes to the organization structure (col. 8, lines 21-32). 

29. Regarding Claim 18, Gervais teaches changes to the organization structure 
affect nodes and wherein the link manger is configured to display links in the link 
containers corresponding to the affected nodes for manual modification based on the 
changes to the organization structure (col. 3, lines 40-50, col. 6, lines 48-57, col. 7, lines 
8-26 and 39-61). 

30. Regarding Claim 19, the limitations of this claim have been noted in the rejection 
of claim 1 presented above. In addition, Gervais teaches tree data indicative of a tree 
structure comprised of connected nodes (figure 1, col. 6, lines 18-35, 'FIG. 1 illustrates 
how users with various levels of authority can interact with the system. . .In the example 
on the right, resource users 101i, 101 2 , 101 3 are accessing either a Sales Discussion 
database 104i, a Product Discussion database 104i, or both.', col. 9, lines 5-49, 'In this 
case the NetTop is labeled "Xspan Briefing Center" 502b. All other containers and 
resource links in the system are response to response documents. In this case, the 
cabinet labeled "AAA Supplier Network" 502c is a response to the NetTop 502b and the 
containers labeled "Project Alpha" and "Project Omega" 502d are responses to "AAA 
Supplier Network".), each node in the tree structure representing a unit of the 
organization and configured to include filter links (figure 1, col. 6, lines 18-35, 'FIG. 1 
illustrates how users with various levels of authority can interact With the system... In the 
example on the right, resource users 101 1, 101 2 , 101 3 are accessing either a Sales 
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Discussion database 104i, a Product Discussion database 104-1, or both.', col. 9, lines 
5-49, 'In this case the NetTop is labeled "Xspan Briefing Center" 502b. All other 
containers and resource links in the system are response to response documents. In 
this case, the cabinet labeled "AAA Supplier Network" 502c is a response to the NetTop 
502b and the containers labeled "Project Alpha" and "Project Omega" 502d are 
responses to "AAA Supplier Network".), the filter links each identifying a business data 
entity that is linked to the unit of the organization represented by the node containing 
the link (figure 1, col. 6, lines 18-35, 'FIG. 1 illustrates how users with various levels of 
authority can interact with the system... In the example on the right, resource users 
101 1, 101 2 , IOI3 are accessing either a Sales Discussion database 104i, a Product 
Discussion database 104i, or both.', col. 9, lines 5-49, 'In this case the NetTop is 
labeled "Xspan Briefing Center" 502b. All other containers and resource links in the 
system are response to response documents. In this case, the cabinet labeled "AAA 
Supplier Network" 502c is a response to the NetTop 502b and the containers labeled 
"Project Alpha" and "Project Omega" 502d are responses to "AAA Supplier Network".). 

31 . Regarding Claim 20, the limitations of this claim has been noted in the rejections 
of claims 2, 6, and 7 presented above. It is therefore rejected as set forth above. 

32. Regarding Claim 21 , the limitations of this claim has been noted in the rejections 
of claims 2, 6, and 7 presented above. It is therefore rejected as set forth above. 

33. Regarding Claim 22, the limitations of this claim has been noted in the rejections 
of claims 5 and 19 presented above. It is therefore rejected as set forth above. 
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34. Regarding Claim 23, the limitations of this claim has been noted in the rejections 
of claims 1,12, and 1 9 presented above. It is therefore rejected as set forth above. 

35. Regarding Claim 24, the limitations of this claim has been noted in the rejections 
of claim 19 presented above. It is therefore rejected as set forth above. 

36. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action.' 



NAME OF CONTACT 

36. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cheryl Lewis whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
41 13. The examiner can normally be reached on 6:30-3:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cottingham can be reached on (571 ) 272-7079. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 
273-8300. 

(571 ) 273-41 13 (Use this FAX #, only after approval by Examiner, for 
"INFORMAL" or "DRAFT" communication. Examiners may request that a formal 
paper/amendment be faxed directly to them on occasions.). 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist/ Technology Center (571) 272-2100. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 




Patent Examiner 
January 19, 2007 
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